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as y o u c a n. Now on c e in a w hi l e t her e i s a r easo n to
bracket, I suppose, if some particular group of people or
institution is caught off gu a rd an d h a s n ' t h ad a chance t o
really consider an issue, or hasn't had a chance to make its
compromises on an issue. But that can't be said of the
insurance industry on this particular bill. Year a f t e r y ear
now for sev e r a l yea r s t h e y h a v e known of t h e co n c er n o f a
large segment of this body about prejudgment interest. They
have made n o move t o do anything significant that I can
remember to settle the question. They have had p l en t y o f
time this year to deal with the question and t hey have no t
done so . Th e y h av e g one ou t now and hired another lobbyist
but not for the purpose of coming to grips with the issue,
for the purpose of obtaining delay. If you are against the
b i l l , of cou r s e, y o u s h o u l d b e for the motion to bracket.
But if you are for t he b i l l and i f you t h i nk something
s hould b e don e , t h e n I suggest to you that you continue
r igh t a h ea d wi t h t h e b i l l . And if they have any creative
suggestions left, they w il l b e f or t h co m i n g b e f o r e Final
Reading. You can't tell me that an industry, that can
afford to hire tk"e lobbyist that it has hired, can't afford
to get together a group o f hi gh pow e re d l aw y e r s and
lobbyists and come up with a crea t i v e s o l u t i o n bef o r e F i na l
Reading if there are any t o be sug g e s ted t o t hi s b o dy . So
although bracketing may be an appropriate motion in certain
cases, I think its intent and purpose is quite c lear h e r e
and that intent and purpose is delay and that i s not
appropr i a t e . Th a n k y ou , Mr . S p e a ker .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Hoagland.

SENATOR HOAGLAND: M r. Speaker a n d c ol l e a g u e s , I al so r i se
in opposition to this attempt to delay this b i l l . My goo d
friend, Emil, when he introduced the motion said t h a t w e a r e
close to working it out and why didn't we wait u nti l ne x t
January. Well, if we are close to working it o ut , l et ' s
work it out. We have certainly been trying for several
weeks now to do that and none of the offers t hat h av e b e en
made by the industry have even been close to accomplishing
the purpose of the bill, indeed later this morning if this
bill is not bracketed, there will be an amendment offered
which ba s i c a l l y delegates to the court with the burden of
proof on the plaintiff the responsibility o f a w a r d i n g
prejudgment interest, and that amendment cuts the heart out
of the bill. It cuts the heart out of the b i l l . I t i s no
more a c o mpromise or as Senator Beutler would s ay, an
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